








Results show students are able to understand a variety  
of words in context
The chart below shows only words from released comprehension and vocabulary sections and  
the proportion of students at each grade who understood how the words were used to convey 
meaning. As the assessment was administered at grade 12 in 2009 only, there are fewer words 
than at grades 4 and 8 for which results from two assessment years are available. Italicized words 
are from a section administered at both grades 8 and 12. Bolded words are those from sample ques-
tions presented in this report. The other words are from assessment passages and questions 
available at http://nationsreportcard.gov/reading_2011/voc_summary.asp.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 
2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.

Grade 4 Grade 8 Grade 12

created
spread
underestimate

��������� 
edible
enticing
grimace
icons
motivate
replicate
specialty

���������
capitalize
prospective
prospered
reimburse

breakthrough
cleared
clenched 
gaze
models
outraged 
poses
puzzled
sparkle
staggering
striking
suggested

concocted 
embedded 
laden
permeated
pressed 
responsible
solace
tolerate
vast
wistful

articulate 
mitigate 
proactive
self-possessed

barren
detected
eerie
flourish
prestigious

������ delusion
������

75% or more 
of students 
recognized the 
meaning of 
these words

between 50% 
and 74% 
of students 
recognized the 
meaning of 
these words

49% or less of  
students 
recognized the 
meaning of 
these words

2009 and 2011 2009

NOTE: Fewer words are listed for grade 12 than for grades 4 and 8 because the grade 12 assessment was conducted in one year only.
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Technical Notes
Assessment Design
Vocabulary questions were administered as part of the 2009 and 2011 reading assessments to 
nationally representative samples of students. In 2009, a total of twenty-eight comprehension  
sections and ten vocabulary sections were administered at grades 4, 8, and 12. In 2011, nineteen 
comprehension sections and eight vocabulary sections were administered at grades 4 and 8. A 
proportion of the comprehension sections and vocabulary sections are developed to be administered 
across two grades. For example, the assessment design at grade 8 includes four comprehension 
sections administered at both grades 4 and 8, five sections administered at grade 8 only, and four 
sections administered at both grades 8 and 12. The assessment design for vocabulary sections 
includes two grade-specific sets and two cross-grade sets at each of the three grades. The NAEP 
reading assessment is administered every two years at grades 4 and 8, and every four years at 
grade 12. In 2011, when grade 12 was not assessed, the sections common to grades 8 and 12 were 
administered only at grade 8. The chart below presents the number of comprehension sections  
and vocabulary sections that were administered in 2009 and 2011.

Number of reading comprehension sections and vocabulary sections administered

2009 2011

Grade 4
Grades 
4 and 8 Grade 8

Grades 
8 and 12 Grade 12 Grade 4

Grades 
4 and 8 Grade 8

Grades 
8 and 12

Comprehension 
sections 6 4 5 4 9 6 4 5 4

Vocabulary 
sections 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

When the assessment of meaning vocabulary along with other changes to the reading  
framework were first implemented as part of the 2009 assessment, special trend analyses 
were conducted to evaluate the impact of those changes on the comparability of scores from 
earlier assessment years. A summary of these special analyses and an overview of the differ-
ences between the previous framework and the 2009 framework are available on the Web at  
http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/reading/trend_study.asp. Students participating in the 
2009 reading assessment were randomly assigned to take the old (2007) assessment, the  
new (2009) assessment, or a specially designed mixed assessment that contained material 
from both the old and new assessments. Participation rates for the 2009 and 2011 reading  
assessments are available at http://nationsreportcard.gov/reading_2009/participation.asp 
and http://nationsreportcard.gov/reading_2011/participation.asp.
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In 2009 at grades 4 and 8, approximately

• 33 percent of students took the reading assessment based on the old framework and  
did not respond to any vocabulary questions;

• 33 percent responded to two vocabulary questions from a new comprehension section;

• 30 percent responded to four vocabulary questions from two new comprehension  
sections; and

• 3 percent responded to 10–12 vocabulary questions from one new comprehension section 
and a section containing two new vocabulary sections.

Because state results were reported for the first time in 2009 at grade 12, the comparability  
of state results from previous years was not an issue so more students were assessed with  
the assessment developed under the new framework.

In 2009 at grade 12, approximately

• 15 percent of students took the reading assessment based on the old framework and did 
not respond to any vocabulary questions;

• 13 percent responded to two vocabulary questions from a new comprehension section;

• 62 percent responded to four vocabulary questions from two new comprehension  
sections; and

• 10 percent responded to 10–12 vocabulary questions from one new comprehension section 
and a section containing two new vocabulary sections.

In 2011, at grades 4 and 8, approximately 90 percent of students responded to four vocabulary 
questions (from two comprehension sections); and approximately 10 percent responded to 
10–12 questions (from one comprehension section and one section containing two vocabulary 
sections).

Reporting Results
NAEP reports results using widely accepted statistical standards; findings are reported based 
on a statistical significance level set at .05 with appropriate adjustments for multiple compari-
sons. Only those differences that are found to be statistically significant are discussed as higher 
or lower.

Comparisons over time or between groups are based on statistical tests that consider both the 
size of the difference and the standard errors of the two statistics being compared. Standard 
errors are margins of error, and estimates based on smaller groups are likely to have larger 
margins of error. The size of the standard errors may also be influenced by other factors such as 
how representative the assessed students are of the entire population. When an estimate has a 
large standard error, a numerical difference that seems large may not be statistically significant. 
Standard errors for the estimates presented in this report are available at http://nces.ed.gov/
nationsreportcard/naepdata/.

A score that is significantly higher or lower in comparison to an earlier assessment year is 
reliable evidence that student performance has changed. However, NAEP is not designed to 
identify the causes of these changes. Although comparisons are made in students’ performance 
based on demographic characteristics, the results cannot be used to establish a cause-and-
effect relationship between student characteristics and achievement. Many factors may  
influence student achievement, including educational policies and practices, available 
resources, and the demographic characteristics of the student body. Such factors may  
change over time and vary among student groups.
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Race/Ethnicity
Prior to 2011, student race/ethnicity was obtained from school records and reported for the  
following six mutually exclusive categories. Students identified with more than one racial/ 
ethnic group were classified as “other” and were included as part of the “unclassified” category, 
along with students who had a background other than the ones listed or whose race/ethnicity 
could not be determined.

raCIal/EthNIC CatEGorIEs prIor to 2011

• White             • Asian/Pacific Islander

• Black              • American Indian/Alaska Native

• Hispanic             • Other or unclassified

In compliance with standards from the U.S. Office of Management and Budget for collecting 
and reporting data on race/ethnicity, additional information was collected in 2011. This allows 
results to be reported separately for Asian students, Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 
students, and students identifying with two or more races. Beginning in 2011, all of the students 
participating in NAEP were identified as belonging in one of the following seven racial/ethnic 
categories.

raCIal/EthNIC CatEGorIEs bEGINNING IN 2011

• White             • Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander

• Black             • American Indian/Alaska Native

• Hispanic             • Two or more races

• Asian

As in earlier years, students identified as Hispanic were classified as Hispanic in 2011 even if 
they were also identified with another racial/ethnic group. Students identified with two or more 
of the other racial/ethnic groups (e.g., White and Black) would have been classified as “other” 
and reported as part of the “unclassified” category prior to 2011, and were classified as “two or 
more races” in 2011.

When comparing the 2011 results for racial/ethnic groups with results from 2009, the 2011  
data for Asian and Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander students were combined into a 
single Asian/Pacific Islander category. 

National School Lunch Program
NAEP collects data on student eligibility for the National School Lunch Program (NSLP) as 
an indicator of low family income. Under the guidelines of NSLP, children from families with 
incomes at or below 130 percent of the poverty level are eligible for free meals. Those from 
families with incomes between 130 and 185 percent of the poverty level are eligible for  
reduced-price meals. (For the period July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012, for a family of four,  
130 percent of the poverty level was $29,055, and 185 percent was $41,348.) Some schools 
provide free meals to all students regardless of individual eligibility, using their own funds to 
cover the costs of non-eligible students. Under special provisions of the National School  
Lunch Act intended to reduce the administrative burden of determining student eligibility  
every year, schools can be reimbursed based on eligibility data for a single base year.  
Because students’ eligibility for free or reduced-price school lunch may be underreported  
at grade 12, the results are not included in this report but are available in the NAEP Data 
Explorer at http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/naepdata/. For more information on NSLP, 
visit http://www.fns.usda.gov/cnd/lunch/. 
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Table A-1. Average scores and percentile scores in NAEP vocabulary at grade 4, by selected characteristics: 2009 and 2011

Characteristic

Overall  
average score

Percentile scores

10th percentile 25th percentile 50th percentile 75th percentile 90th percentile

2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011

          All students 219 218 166 167 193 193 221 220 247* 245 269* 266

Race/ethnicity

  White 230 229 182 183 206 207 231 231 255 254 275* 273

  Black 202 201 153 153 177 177 203 202 229 226 250* 247

  Hispanic 199 201 147 151 173 176 200 202 227 227 249 249

  Asian/Pacific Islander 230 231 179 181 206 207 231 233 256 257 278 278

   Asian — 232 — 183 — 209 — 234 — 258 — 279

   Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander — 210 — 159 — 187 — 212 — 236 — 258

  American Indian/Alaska Native 207 202 154 151 179 176 208 203 235 229 259 251

  Two or more races 225 224 174 175 200 200 228 226 252 250 273 270

Gender

  Male 218 217 164 164 192 192 220 220 246* 245 269* 266

  Female 219 219 167 169 194 195 221 221 247 246 269 267

Eligibility for free/reduced-price school lunch

  Eligible 202 202 151 153 177 178 204 204 229 228 251* 249

  Not eligible 232* 233 185* 188 208* 211 233* 235 256 257 276 276

Type of school

  Public 217 217 164 165 191 192 219 219 245* 244 267* 265

  Private 232 233 185 188 209 212 234 235 257 257 277 276

   Catholic 234 234 188 189 211 212 235 235 258 257 278 276

Status as students with disabilities (SD)

  SD 187 185 132 131 157 155 186 184 217 214 243 240

  Not SD 222 222 172 174 197 198 224 224 249* 248 270* 268

Status as English language learners (ELL)

  ELL 178 182 131 135 153 158 179 182 204 206 226 226

  Not ELL 223 222 172 174 198 199 224 224 249* 248 270* 268

Score gaps1

  White – Black 27 29 29 31 29 31 28 29 26 28 25 26

  White – Hispanic 30 29 35 33 34 32 31 29 27 26 25 24

  Female – Male 1 2 3 4 2 3 1 1 1 1 # 1

  Not eligible – Eligible 29 31 33 35 32 33 29 30 27 28 26 27

— Not available. Prior to 2011, data for Asian and Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander students were only available for a single combined Asian/Pacific Islander category.
# Rounds to zero.
* Significantly different (p < .05) from 2011.
1 The score gaps for each category are calculated based on the differences between the unrounded scores for the first student group minus the unrounded scores for the second student group.
NOTE: Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander includes Native Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin. Private schools include Catholic, other religious, and 
nonsectarian private schools. SD includes students identified as having either an Individualized Education Program or protection under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.

Appendix Tables
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Table A-2. Average scores and percentile scores in NAEP vocabulary at grade 8, by selected characteristics: 2009 and 2011

Characteristic

Overall  
average score

Percentile scores

10th percentile 25th percentile 50th percentile 75th percentile 90th percentile

2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011

          All students 265 265 214* 216 241 241 267 267 292* 291 314* 311

Race/ethnicity

  White 276 276 231 232 254 255 278 278 300 299 320* 318

  Black 247 247 199 203 223 225 248 248 272 270 292 289

  Hispanic 246 249 194* 201 221* 226 249 250 273 273 294 293

  Asian/Pacific Islander 272 271 221 222 247 249 274 274 298 297 319 318

   Asian — 273 — 224 — 250 — 275 — 299 — 319

   Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander — 250 — 203 — 226 — 253 — 275 — 296

  American Indian/Alaska Native 249 252 202 206 225 230 250 253 275 276 294 295

  Two or more races 266 273 220 228 243 250 268 274 292 297 312 317

Gender

  Male 263 264 211* 214 238 240 265 265 290 290 311 310

  Female 268 267 217 219 243 243 270 268 294* 292 316* 313

Eligibility for free/reduced-price school lunch

  Eligible 248 249 198* 203 224* 227 250 251 274 273 295 293

  Not eligible 275* 277 230* 233 253* 256 277 279 300 300 319 319

Type of school

  Public 263 263 212* 215 238 240 265 265 290 289 311* 310

  Private 286 285 244 243 264 264 287 286 309 307 328 325

   Catholic 282 285 241 243 261 264 283 286 304 306 323 325

Status as students with disabilities (SD)

  SD 230 231 178* 182 202 205 230 231 258 256 281 279

  Not SD 269 269 221* 223 245 246 270 270 294 293 315* 313

Status as English language learners (ELL)

  ELL 213* 219 166 175 188* 196 213* 219 239 241 260 260

  Not ELL 268 268 219* 221 244 245 269 269 294 292 315* 312

Score gaps1

  White – Black 30 29 31 29 31 30 30 29 29 29 28 29

  White – Hispanic 30* 28 37* 31 33* 29 29 27 27 26 26 25

  Female – Male 5 3 6 5 5 3 5 3 4 2 4 3

  Not eligible – Eligible 28 28 32 30 30 29 27 28 26 27 25 26

— Not available. Prior to 2011, data for Asian and Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander students were only available for a single combined Asian/Pacific Islander category. 
* Significantly different (p < .05) from 2011.
1 The score gaps for each category are calculated based on the differences between the unrounded scores for the first student group minus the unrounded scores for the second student group.
NOTE: Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander includes Native Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin. Private schools include Catholic, other religious, and 
nonsectarian private schools. SD includes students identified as having either an Individualized Education Program or protection under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.
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Table A-3. Average scores and percentile scores in NAEP vocabulary at grade 12, by selected characteristics: 2009

Characteristic
Overall  

average score

Percentile scores

10th percentile 25th percentile 50th percentile 75th percentile 90th percentile

          All students 296 239 268 298 327 350

Race/ethnicity

  White 307 254 281 309 335 357

  Black 272 220 246 273 300 322

  Hispanic 276 223 249 277 304 327

  Asian/Pacific Islander 304 246 275 307 334 357

  American Indian/Alaska Native 281 230 259 284 307 328

  Two or more races 310 260 282 309 340 361

Gender

  Male 296 236 266 298 327 351

  Female 297 242 269 298 326 350

Highest level of parental education

  Did not finish high school 274 222 248 274 302 325

  Graduated from high school 280 226 252 281 309 333

  Some education after high school 294 242 268 295 321 343

  Graduated from college 309 255 283 311 338 360

Status as students with disabilities (SD)

  SD 262 201 230 263 295 322

  Not SD 299 244 271 300 328 352

Status as English language learners (ELL)

  ELL 240 193 217 243 266 286

  Not ELL 298 242 269 299 327 351

Score gaps1

  White – Black 35 34 35 36 36 35

  White – Hispanic 31 31 32 32 31 30

  Female – Male 1 5 2 # -1 -2

# Rounds to zero.
1 The score gaps for each category are calculated based on the differences between the unrounded scores for the first student group minus the unrounded scores for the second student group.
NOTE: Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander includes Native Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin. Private schools include Catholic, other religious, and nonsectarian 
private schools. SD includes students identified as having either an Individualized Education Program or protection under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2009 Reading Assessment.
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Table A-4. Average scores in NAEP vocabulary for public school students at grade 4, by selected characteristics and 
state/jurisdiction: 2009 and 2011

State/jurisdiction

All students

Race/ethnicity

White Black Hispanic
Asian/ 

Pacific Islander
American Indian/

Alaska Native

2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011
      Nation (public) 217 217 229 228 202 200 198 200 229 230 209 203
Alabama 216 217 225 227 200 200 194 199 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Alaska 210 207 223 221 203 203 208 208 200 197 188 180
Arizona 209 211 225 226 207 203 195 198 ‡ 226 196 188
Arkansas 217* 213 227 222 195 192 193 195 ‡ 213 ‡ ‡
California 205 208 227 228 200 207 189 193 227 232 ‡ ‡
Colorado 225 222 238 236 215 206 198 197 238 231 ‡ ‡
Connecticut 225 223 235 235 208 198 195 198 234 236 ‡ ‡
Delaware 226 221 236 231 214 209 211 209 ‡ 236 ‡ ‡
Florida 223 221 232 235 207 204 216 213 238 234 ‡ ‡
Georgia 217 218 229 230 204 203 200 211 ‡ 233 ‡ ‡
Hawaii 205 208 217 221 ‡ 207 205 205 204 206 ‡ ‡
Idaho 220 221 225 226 ‡ ‡ 196 201 ‡ 224 ‡ ‡
Illinois 215 215 231 230 192 190 191 195 246 230 ‡ ‡
Indiana 222* 217 227 223 210* 195 190 198 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Iowa 223* 219 228 224 198 193 196 196 ‡ 224 ‡ ‡
Kansas 226 224 232 230 209 203 209 206 ‡ 227 ‡ ‡
Kentucky 222 222 224 224 204 207 204 214 ‡ 242 ‡ ‡
Louisiana 205 206 220 220 192 190 ‡ 201 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Maine 220 219 221 220 ‡ 189 ‡ ‡ ‡ 209 ‡ ‡
Maryland 223 226 235 239 208 207 206 217 240 246 ‡ ‡
Massachusetts 232 233 239 240 214 205 207 209 238 239 ‡ ‡
Michigan 214 215 222 222 187 186 197 198 226 232 ‡ ‡
Minnesota 221 221 229 230 192 193 189 196 213 216 197 196
Mississippi 212 208 227 221 199 194 ‡ 199 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Missouri 222 219 227 225 202 197 208 204 ‡ 228 ‡ ‡
Montana 225 223 228 227 ‡ ‡ ‡ 214 ‡ ‡ 204 197
Nebraska 220 222 226 229 200 197 199 202 ‡ 230 ‡ ‡
Nevada 208 210 219 224 198 201 196 197 215 219 ‡ ‡
New Hampshire 227 227 228 228 ‡ ‡ 214 211 ‡ 230 ‡ ‡
New Jersey 224 224 233 234 206 209 202 204 245 240 ‡ ‡
New Mexico 205 202 224 222 ‡ 200 197 194 ‡ 219 188 185
New York 219 216 230 227 204 202 202 199 227 226 ‡ ‡
North Carolina 220 217 231 230 206 200 198 198 236 231 205 196
North Dakota 228 227 230 230 ‡ 214 ‡ 212 ‡ ‡ 211 207
Ohio 222 221 228 227 201 198 207 198 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Oklahoma 219 218 224 223 200 201 203 206 ‡ 228 219 218
Oregon 220 218 226 226 ‡ 203 196 194 225 232 213 215
Pennsylvania 220* 225 226* 232 194 199 204 199 234 237 ‡ ‡
Rhode Island 219 217 228 225 206 200 196 198 216 226 ‡ ‡
South Carolina 212 211 225 224 194 194 193 201 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
South Dakota 225 218 229 223 ‡ 199 ‡ 202 ‡ ‡ 204 193
Tennessee 217 214 226 221 193 196 195 192 ‡ 232 ‡ ‡
Texas 220 216 235 233 216 208 209 206 248 246 ‡ ‡
Utah 218 220 225 226 ‡ ‡ 187 193 212 216 ‡ 187
Vermont 224 223 225 224 ‡ 201 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Virginia 228 225 237 237 209 205 217* 203 238 228 ‡ ‡
Washington 218 217 227 227 202 203 196 191 214 218 210 202
West Virginia 215 215 216 217 200 196 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Wisconsin 217 219 225 226 185 195 195 194 214 216 ‡ ‡
Wyoming 220 219 222 222 ‡ ‡ 203 205 ‡ ‡ ‡ 191
Other jurisdictions
 District of Columbia 198 194 248 244 194 188 192 192 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
 DoDEA1 229 229 236 234 218 219 219 224 229 229 ‡ ‡
See notes at end of table.
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Table A-4. Average scores in NAEP vocabulary for public school students at grade 4, by selected characteristics and 
state/jurisdiction: 2009 and 2011—Continued

State/jurisdiction

Gender Eligibility for free/reduced-price school lunch

Male Female Eligible Not eligible

2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011
      Nation (public) 217 216 218 218 202 202 232 233
Alabama 214 216 217 218 203 206 230 232
Alaska 208 206 212 209 194 191 224 222
Arizona 208 209 210 212 195 198 225 228
Arkansas 215 212 219 214 203 202 237 231
California 207 208 204 208 189 193 225 228
Colorado 224 219 226 224 201 202 240 239
Connecticut 224 221 226 225 202 201 235 236
Delaware 224 220 227 222 213 209 235 233
Florida 222 219 225 223 212 210 236 239
Georgia 216 214 217 221 205 205 232 233
Hawaii 203 205 207 211 193 196 215 220
Idaho 220 220 220 222 205 209 232 233
Illinois 213 214 218 216 194 196 234 233
Indiana 221* 215 224 220 209 205 232 230
Iowa 221 218 226 221 207 203 233 231
Kansas 225 222 227 226 213 209 239 239
Kentucky 222 223 222 221 211 211 233 236
Louisiana 202 203 209 209 197 197 226 226
Maine 218 217 223 220 209 207 228 229
Maryland 222 224 224 227 205 208 234 238
Massachusetts 230 232 234 234 211 211 242 244
Michigan 213 214 215 215 199 199 226 227
Minnesota 222 220 221 222 199 202 232 233
Mississippi 210 206 215 211 204 200 231 230
Missouri 220 216 225 222 208 205 233 233
Montana 224 221 226 225 213 212 234 232
Nebraska 219 220 220 223 204 205 230 234
Nevada 207 209 208 210 197 197 215* 226
New Hampshire 227 224 228 230 210 212 232 232
New Jersey 224 224 223 224 202 205 233 235
New Mexico 203 202 206 201 194 193 225 223
New York 218 215 221 217 207 204 232 230
North Carolina 218 215 222 220 204 203 234 234
North Dakota 227 226 229 228 218 216 232 233
Ohio 222 220 222 221 204 207 233 233
Oklahoma 217 216 221 219 207 209 232 231
Oregon 219 217 221 220 203 204 234 235
Pennsylvania 220 222 220* 228 203 207 230* 237
Rhode Island 217 214 222 220 203 202 231 229
South Carolina 215 210 210 213 198 199 230 228
South Dakota 224 216 226 219 211 205 233 227
Tennessee 214 213 219 215 204 202 229 231
Texas 219 217 221 216 209 205 236 235
Utah 219 220 217 220 201 205 227 229
Vermont 222 221 226 224 212 209 230 231
Virginia 227 223 229 228 209 203 237 237
Washington 217 215 220 218 203 199 231 232
West Virginia 214 215 216 216 204 203 229 229
Wisconsin 218 219 217 220 197 202 230 231
Wyoming 218 217 221 220 208 208 226 226
Other jurisdictions
 District of Columbia 198 191 198 198 190 185 219 221
 DoDEA1 228 227 230 231 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
‡ Reporting standards not met. Sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.      
* Significantly different (p < .05) from 2011.       
1 Department of Defense Education Activity (overseas and domestic schools).      
NOTE: Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander includes Native Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin. Results are not shown separately for students 
whose race/ethnicity was two or more races and for students whose eligibility status for free/reduced-price school lunch was not available.    
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2009 and 2011 Reading 
Assessments.
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Table A-5. Average scores in NAEP vocabulary for public school students at grade 8, by selected characteristics and 
state/jurisdiction: 2009 and 2011

State/jurisdiction

All students

Race/ethnicity

White Black Hispanic
Asian/ 

Pacific Islander
American Indian/

Alaska Native

2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011
      Nation (public) 263 263 275 274 246 246 245 247 270 271 251 252
Alabama 258 260 268 270 241 244 ‡ 244 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Alaska 263 263 274 276 ‡ 250 265 259 257 256 239 238
Arizona 257 259 275 274 251 246 241 246 ‡ 268 241 242
Arkansas 256 257 266 267 231 231 239 245 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
California 253 254 272 272 243 245 240 242 265 269 ‡ ‡
Colorado 267 270 279 281 253 256 244 248 270 278 ‡ ‡
Connecticut 275 275 284 287 245 250 248 244 ‡ 284 ‡ ‡
Delaware 261 264 270 273 249 251 250 252 ‡ 279 ‡ ‡
Florida 265 264 274 275 250 248 259 257 277 266 ‡ ‡
Georgia 262 264 272 275 249 252 254 255 ‡ 277 ‡ ‡
Hawaii 251 253 263 270 ‡ 253 242 245 249 250 ‡ ‡
Idaho 268 270 273 274 ‡ ‡ 238* 251 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Illinois 265 264 277 275 241 243 250 251 285 278 ‡ ‡
Indiana 265 265 269 272 248 244 249 244 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Iowa 266 266 270 270 238 243 243 245 ‡ 264 ‡ ‡
Kansas 268 269 275 276 245 248 245 250 ‡ 264 ‡ ‡
Kentucky 264 267 267 270 241 246 254 253 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Louisiana 255 251 269 262 237 237 ‡ 241 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Maine 266 270 267 271 ‡ 243 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Maryland 266 269 278 282 249 252 254 257 282 286 ‡ ‡
Massachusetts 272 276 279 283 248 257 243 245 280 284 ‡ ‡
Michigan 262 265 269 271 240 242 236 251 ‡ 272 ‡ ‡
Minnesota 269 271 274 276 245 245 242 252 251 260 252 258
Mississippi 253 253 272 269 235 238 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Missouri 267 266 272 270 240 243 ‡ 252 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Montana 276 274 279 277 ‡ ‡ ‡ 260 ‡ ‡ 247 254
Nebraska 268 270 274 275 244 249 245 249 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Nevada 254 257 267 272 241 250 241 242 263 262 ‡ ‡
New Hampshire 278* 271 279* 272 ‡ ‡ ‡ 250 ‡ 269 ‡ ‡
New Jersey 274 272 284 283 248 252 256 252 291 283 ‡ ‡
New Mexico 254 255 279 273 ‡ 247 244 248 ‡ 268 235 243
New York 264 261 279 274 244 245 241 242 270 267 ‡ ‡
North Carolina 262 265 274 277 244 244 249 253 264 275 235 247
North Dakota 275 273 278 276 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ 247 249
Ohio 271 267 276 274 246 242 252 248 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Oklahoma 264 261 268 268 249 247 245 249 ‡ ‡ 268 * 254
Oregon 271 267 277 273 ‡ 246 246 247 281 262 ‡ 254
Pennsylvania 271* 266 276 274 251 240 248 248 281 275 ‡ ‡
Rhode Island 260 259 268 267 238 241 241 241 ‡ 255 ‡ ‡
South Carolina 260 262 270 273 245 244 250 251 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
South Dakota 273 272 277 276 ‡ 253 ‡ 256 ‡ ‡ 247 247
Tennessee 265 262 275* 269 240 240 ‡ 252 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Texas 262 263 282 281 257 252 246* 252 282 284 ‡ ‡
Utah 269 272 273 278 ‡ ‡ 247 246 ‡ 260 ‡ 249
Vermont 274 272 274 273 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Virginia 268 268 277 276 253 254 250 253 263 275 ‡ ‡
Washington 267 267 275 274 247 251 241 244 270 271 245 255
West Virginia 257 257 258 258 246 247 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Wisconsin 266 269 272 276 240 238 246 244 253 264 ‡ ‡
Wyoming 272 266 275 269 ‡ ‡ 254 251 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
Other jurisdictions
 District of Columbia 240 240 ‡ 287 238 237 237 233 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
 DoDEA1 275 275 281 281 262 263 272 267 274 271 ‡ ‡
See notes at end of table.
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Table A-5. Average scores in NAEP vocabulary for public school students at grade 8, by selected characteristics and 
state/jurisdiction: 2009 and 2011—Continued

State/jurisdiction

Gender Eligibility for free/reduced-price school lunch

Male Female Eligible Not eligible

2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011 2009 2011
      Nation (public) 261 262 266 265 248 249 275 277
Alabama 254 258 262 261 245 249 271 272
Alaska 261 260 265 266 248 246 272 275
Arizona 257 257 258 261 240 246 273 274
Arkansas 255 254 258 260 245 246 270 272
California 250 251 255 258 240 242 267 269
Colorado 265 270 270 271 249 250 277* 283
Connecticut 271 274 279 276 251 251 283 287
Delaware 259 261 264 266 248 253 269 272
Florida 262 261 267 267 253 253 276 277
Georgia 258 262 266 266 250 254 273 278
Hawaii 247 250 255 256 241 241 257 263
Idaho 263 267 272 272 254 259 275 279
Illinois 262 261 269 266 247 248 277 278
Indiana 265 264 266 267 253 252 272 276
Iowa 264 265 269 267 253 251 273 275
Kansas 268 267 268 271 251 254 280 281
Kentucky 263 268 265 266 254 256 273 279
Louisiana 252 250 256 252 244 243 272 264
Maine 262 268 271 273 256 258 272 278
Maryland 265 268 267 269 250 250 273 278
Massachusetts 271 274 274 278 251 255 281 285
Michigan 258 263 267 267 247 252 272 275
Minnesota 266 270 271 272 249 253 276 279
Mississippi 252 251 254 255 239 244 279 273
Missouri 265 264 269 267 251 253 276 275
Montana 273 272 278 277 264 264 281 281
Nebraska 264 268 271 271 251 254 277 280
Nevada 251 254 258 260 244 245 260* 268
New Hampshire 274* 268 282* 273 264* 255 282* 275
New Jersey 272 271 277 274 253 251 281 281
New Mexico 254 253 255 256 241 246 277 270
New York 263 260 266 262 248 248 279 274
North Carolina 257 261 267 269 248 250 273* 280
North Dakota 273 270 277 276 263 260 280 279
Ohio 270 265 272 269 256 252 279 279
Oklahoma 264 260 264 262 255 253 272 271
Oregon 266 265 276 268 254 252 283 281
Pennsylvania 270* 265 272* 267 254 249 280 277
Rhode Island 257 257 263 262 244 244 269 270
South Carolina 257 259 263 264 249 249 271 275
South Dakota 271 270 276 274 260 259 279 278
Tennessee 262 261 268 264 250 250 277 275
Texas 261 264 264 261 247 250 279 280
Utah 267 268 271 275 253 255 274 281
Vermont 269 269 278 276 260 258 279 280
Virginia 264 267 271 269 250 249 275 277
Washington 265 265 269 269 251 252 277 277
West Virginia 254 254 260 260 249 248 266 265
Wisconsin 264 267 269 271 249 249 274 279
Wyoming 270 264 274 269 260 255 277 272
Other jurisdictions
 District of Columbia 239 236 241 243 235 233 252 256
 DoDEA1 273 274 277 277 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡
‡ Reporting standards not met. Sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.      
* Significantly different (p < .05) from 2011.       
1 Department of Defense Education Activity (overseas and domestic schools).      
NOTE: Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander includes Native Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin. Results are not shown separately for students whose 
race/ethnicity was two or more races and for students whose eligibility status for free/reduced-price school lunch was not available.    
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.
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Table A-6. Average scores in NAEP vocabulary for public school students at grade 12, by selected characteristics 
and state/jurisdiction: 2009

State/jurisdiction All students

Race/ethnicity Gender

White Black Hispanic
Asian/ 

Pacific Islander
American Indian/

Alaska Native Male Female
Nation (public) 294 305 271 275 304 280 294 295
Arkansas 283 294 251 263 ‡ ‡ 282 284
Connecticut 300 310 271 274 303 ‡ 298 302
Florida 290 299 273 281 305 ‡ 289 291
Idaho 300 304 ‡ 273 ‡ ‡ 298 303
Illinois 297 307 272 275 318 ‡ 298 297
Iowa 296 298 270 273 ‡ ‡ 296 297
Massachusetts 306 312 282 270 314 ‡ 306 306
New Hampshire 307 307 ‡ ‡ ‡ ‡ 301 312
New Jersey 296 309 266 275 315 ‡ 296 297
South Dakota 303 306 ‡ ‡ ‡ 280 301 305
West Virginia 291 291 276 ‡ ‡ ‡ 288 294
‡ Reporting standards not met. Sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
NOTE: Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander includes Native Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin. Results are not shown separately  
for students whose race/ethnicity was two or more races. Eleven states participated in the assessment at the state level and met the reporting criteria.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),  
2009 Reading Assessment.
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